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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on th cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may t>e available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, liowever, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

!)□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 



2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 0,G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) E Claim(s) 1-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from considerafion. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-17 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)\3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
!!)□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 " 

1 3) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

aOAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

1 5) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Inten^iew Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper Na(s). 



2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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Specification 

The examiner has not checked the specification to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors (grammatical, typographical and 
idiomatic). Cooperation of the applicant(s) is requested in correcting any errors of which 
applicant{s) may become aware of in the specification, in the claims and in any future 
amendment(s) that applicant(s) may file. 

Applicant(s) is also requested to complete the status of any copending 
applications referred to in the specification by their Attorney Docket Number or 
Application Serial Number, if any. 

The status of the parent application(s) and/or any other application{s) cross- 
referenced to this application, if any, should be updated in a timely manner. 

The examiner queries ttie examples in We instant specification. Note 
example 1 refers to polyvinyl acetate of 50%. 50% what? This appears to be 
incomplete. 

Abstract 

The abstract is objected to as it should contain only one paragraph and should 
not refer to any figures. Correction is required. 

Oath/Declaration 

The declaration refers to a Hungarian application, but does not fonmally claim 
priority thereto. Neither is the priority document of record. Accordingly, applicant's 
effective filing date at this time is the filing date of the instant U.S. application. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The claims are confusing in the failure to actually recite proper process steps. It 
is suggested that the claims actually recite "grinding", "mixing with cement, water, etc.", 
because "obtained by grinding and characterized by that have little meaning and are 
confusing as to exactly what is being mixed together. 

The claims are indefinite in the terminology "soluble glass". Soluble in what? 

Claim 2 lacks antecedent basis for the recition of "the mixer" and "the known 
aggregates". 

Claims 3 and 4 recite "is pressed to a". The "a" shou7ld be deleted. 

Claims 5-7 recite "the mold walls". There is no antecedent basis for this recition. 
Moreover, these limitations do not properly limit the method for making the concrete 
composition and therefore are accorded little weight. There is also no antecedent basis 
in the claims for "the constructed material". 
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Claims 12 and 13 recite "endless" which terminology is objectionable unless it 
refers to a circle. There is also no antecedent basis in these claims for the recition of 
"the workpiece". 

Claims 14-16 are confusing as written. The language "the form blocks are used 
as formwork blocks of different performance walls and floors". The examiner does not 
know what this terminology adds to the claim, what the scope of such language is, or 
whether or not such can actually be considered to further limit the method of making a 
cement composition. 

The claims should be very carefully revised. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

This application contains allowable subject matter because the prior art of record, 
either alone or in combination, fails to anticipate or render obvious the herein claimed 
process for the production of a lightweight cement wherein PVA, glass, water, cement 
and ground plastic particles are mixed to produce the composition. If the hereinabove 
rejections are obviated, the application could be passed to issue. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Applicants are advised that any evidence to be provided under 37 CFR 1 .1 31 or 
1 .132 and any amendments to the claims and specification should be submitted prior to 
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final rejection to be considered timely. It is anticipated that the next office action will be 
a final rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elizabeth D. Wood whose telephone number is 703- 
308-3802. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 5:30-2:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Bell can be reached on 703-308-3823. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for 
regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application .or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionisi'whose telephone number is 703-308- 



0661. 




tliiabeth D. Wo<W 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1755 



edw 

May 22, 2003 



